
 
TOWN OF SUMMERVILLE 

TREE PROTECTION BOARD – AGENDA 

Summerville Municipal Complex 

Annex Building 2nd Floor Training Room 

March 9, 2020 at 9:00 A.M. 

 
For additional information regarding this meeting please contact the Planning Department at 

843.851.4214.  All related documents for this meeting are available for review at the Planning 

Department during regular business hours, Monday-Friday, 8:30 – 5:00 excluding Town of Summerville 

holidays and on the website www.summervillesc.gov  
 

Approval of Minutes: 

February 10, 2020 minutes 

 

Old Business: 

1. N/A 

   

New Business: 

1. 110 Pinewood Dr. – Removal of 12 to 25 Trees 

2. 112 Royal Troon Ct.- Removal of 1 Pine Tree 

3. 14 New Haven Ct. – Removal of 1 Pine Tree & 2 Cypress Trees 

4. 106 Smithfield Ave. – Removal of 3 Pine Trees, 1 Oak Tree & 1 Magnolia Tree 

5. 205 Quinby St. – Removal of 5 Pine Trees, 1 Oak Tree & 1 Cherry Tree 

6. 1925 Bacons Bridge Rd., Lot 43 – Removal of 1 Pine Tree 

  

Miscellaneous: 

 

Adjourn:  

 

 

Agenda Posted:  

March 3, 2020 

 

http://www.summervillesc.gov/


Tree Protection Board Minutes 
Monday, February 10, 2020 

Summerville Municipal Complex –Annex Building Training Room 
 

Members Present:     
Ginger Reilly  
Faye Campbell  
David Morris 
Peter Wallace 
 
Staff Present: 
Jessi Shuler Director of Planning 
Bill Salisbury Arborist 
 
 
The meeting was called to order at 9:00 am.  Ms Reilly asked for consideration of the January 6, 2020 meeting minutes. Mr. 
Morris made a motion for approval of the minutes as presented.  The motion carried 6-0. 
 
Old Business 
There were no items to review under Old Business. 

 
New Business 
 
1. 85 Avonshire – Removal of one oak tree   Mr Salisbury reported that this is a healthy tree that had blown over during 
Hurricane Matthew. Ms Reilly questioned why was the request made to remove the tree.  The applicant responded that the roots 
are a tripping hazard.  Mr Wallace asked if it would be possible to stake the tree.  Mr. Salisbury explained that the ground at the 
base of the tree is not loose and the tree and ground around it appear to be stable.  The applicant offered to replace the tree if 
allowed to remove it.  Mr. Morris asked what type would be required as a replacement.  Ms Campbell said it would need to be a 
canopy tree.  Mr Morris stated since it has previously blown over, he agreed it could be removed if replanted.  Ms Reilly made a 
motion to allow removal and replant in kind.  Mr Wallace seconded the motion with the stipulation to replace the tree with a 3” 
caliper canopy tree within six months.  The motion carried. 
 
2. 204 Bamert - Removal of four pine trees and one pear tree The applicant was not in attendance.  Mr Salisbury explained the 
 reason for the request for removal is the applicant has plans for a shed and fence to be built in the future.  No permit has been 
applied for currently.  He is also concerned about storms.  The only issued is a spot on tree #1 about 35’ up.  Ms Reilly made a 
motion to deny four pine trees that appear healthy and approve removal of the Bradford pear tree due to age and species.  Mr 
Wallace seconded the motion.  The motion carried. 
 
3. 12 New Haven Court – Removal of three pine trees  The applicant was not in attendance.  Mr Salisbury explained the three 
trees in the front yard appear healthy.  The applicant had hired a tree removal company who indicated that the trees have pine 
bark beetles threatening the tree.  Mr Salisbury found no evidence of beetles.  Mr Wallace made the motion to deny removal of 
the three healthy trees.  Ms Reilly seconded the motion.  The motion carried. 
 
4. 214 Challedon Drive – Removal of five pine trees  Mr Salisbury reported the five trees are in good health but that #4 and #5 
are within two feet of an accessory structure.  Tree #1 splits at the top but appears healthy.  Ms Reilly asked for the reason for the 
request of removal of trees #1-#3.  A tree company had advised that #1 is close to the house, takes up the whole yard, sways in 
the wind and has roots going toward foundation.  Mr Salisbury reported this tree is 18’ from house.  Mr Wallace suggested 
allowing for removal of trees #4 and #5 due to proximity of shed with concrete foundation; however, all trees sway in wind so sees 
no reason to allow for removal of the others.  Ms Reilly made a motion to approve removal of trees #4 and #5 but deny the other 
three trees at this time.  Mr Morris seconded the motion; the motion carried.  Mr Morris added that the roots near the foundation of 
the house and 20% of the limbs of the canopy can be removed.  Mr Salisbury advised the applicant they can reapply for removal if 
an arborist finds any issues up in the tree, particularly at the crotch on tree #1. 
 
5.  103 Dericote – Removal of one pine tree  Mr Salisbury reported the one pine tree is in the rear yard; the applicant wants to 
add a shed in his yard.  He needs a studio as he is a musician and the Mayor had told him to apply.  A tree company has stated 
the tree is uprooting and has dropped large limbs but he understands the tree is healthy.  Mr Salisbury advised that a site plan 
and building permit are required before allowing for removal of a tree.  Mr Morris asked if there are any easements.  The applicant 



responded that there is drainage in the rear, he believes the fence is at the edge of the easement, not the property line.  Ms 
Campbell stated the plans are needed to show removal is necessary.  Ms Reilly made the motion to defer a decision until the 
necessary plans for installation of the shed have been submitted.  Mr Morris seconded the motion; the motion carried. 
 
5.  120 Gadsden  Removal of four trees  Mr Salisbury reported the property has a lot of trees and removal would benefit the 
other trees; Sweet Gum tree is close to driveway and trailer parking pad; Magnolia tree roots are at issue; Holly tree top in 
intertwined with adjoining trees and is adjacent to play area; white Oak in front yard is in very poor health.  Mr Salisbury added he 
believes proper pruning of the Holly tree will make it healthier in the long run and that this property is well forested and has many 
beautiful trees.  Mr Wallace made a motion to allow removal of the White Oak, Sweet Gum and Magnolia tree but advise to 
reduce crown of Holly tree by no more than 20%. Mr Morris seconded the motion.  Ms Reilly abstained because she has not seen 
the tree in person. 
 
6.  317 Eagles Glen Drive – Removal of four trees  Mr Salisbury reported one 28” caliper pine tree is located 9’ from house; 
applicant reported the root system runs under the house.  Ms Campbell asked the reason for the other three trees.  The applicant 
responded that he would like to put a shed in but the #1 tree is main concern at this time.  Mr Salisbury reported there are many 
nice trees in the yard.  Mr Morris reported those other three trees are more of a cluster.  Ms Reilly made a motion to grant 
approval of the 28” pine tree and defer removal of 10” and 12” trees until application for shed permit has been made.  Mr Morris 
seconded the motion.  The motion carried. 
 
7.  Parker’s Kitchen – A site plan with graded trees on survey was provided.  Mr Salisbury reported he has walked the site and 
did not see any trees worth saving.  Ms Reilly asked the reason for removal of good trees.  The applicant reported most are in 
drive aisles or there will be difficulty with the grading.  Mr Salisbury added the survival rate would be slim for any tree left on site 
as they are used to growing in forested areas.  He explained his philosophy in regards to saving trees on construction sites.  Mr 
Wallace made a motion to approve removal of all grand trees shown except for five trees in the area of future drive aisle which are 
deferred until final location of tanks determined.  Ms Reilly seconded the motion.  The motion carried.   
 
 
ADJOURN: 
 
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 10:30 am on a motion by Mr Morris and a second by Ms Reilly. 
The motion passed. 
 
Respectfully submitted,       Date:_________________________ 
 
Bill Salisbury, 
Arborist/Natural Resource Planner 
 
    Approved: Kenny Sott, Chair___________________________________; or, 
 
      Faye Campbell, Vice Chair __________________________________ 
 
 
 
 



 

STAFF REPORT 

Tree Protection Committee Meeting  

March 9, 2020 

 
To: Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board 

From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner 

Date: March 2, 2020  

GENERAL 

INFORMATION 

 

Property Applicant: Jeremy Garrett    

 

Owner: Jeremy Garrett     

Requested Action: Remove 27 trees    

Location: 110 Pinewood Dr.   

     

 Guideline Citation:  UDO Section 13.9.1.G 
 
Decisions/Justifications: The TPB may approve, deny, or approve with conditions the application for the removal of a Grand 

Tree. No approval shall be granted unless the following one or more of the following conditions are determined to exist: 

1. The Grand Tree is diseased, dead or dying; or 

2. The Grand Tree poses a safety hazard to nearby buildings, utility lines or pedestrian or vehicular traffic; or 

3. The Grand Tree prevents essential grade changes or all reasonable utility installations; or  

4. The Grand Tree prevents all reasonable site configurations; or 

5. The removal of the Grand Tree is the only reasonable means by which building, zoning, subdivision, health, public safety or 

other Town requirements can be met; or 

6. Grand Tree is located on the construction site and up to ten feet around the perimeter of the construction site of an approved 

building and related driveway parking area when every measure has been explored to preserve existing trees has failed, 

including the reconfiguration of the building and or driving/parking areas around the tree; or 

7. The lot is of such density with existing trees that the removal of certain protected trees is considered beneficial; or 

8. The removal of the Grand Tree has otherwise been approved by the Town Council. 

 

Evaluation: The owner is wanting to put in a driveway to the back and a shop with a shed in 

the back yard.  There are a number of grand trees that are in good health that I 

think he can work around.  

 

http://www.summervillesc.gov/


Droberson
Stamp

Droberson
Typewritten Text
4-15-19

Droberson
Typewritten Text
DR













































 

STAFF REPORT 

Tree Protection Committee Meeting  

March 9, 2020 

 
To: Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board 

From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner 

Date: March 2, 2020  

GENERAL 

INFORMATION 

 

Property Applicant: Janet Hill    

 

Owner: James & Pamela Brice     

Requested Action: Remove 1 Pine tree  

Location: 112 Royal Troon Ct.   

     

 Guideline Citation:  UDO Section 13.9.1.G 
 
Decisions/Justifications: The TPB may approve, deny, or approve with conditions the application for the removal of a Grand 

Tree. No approval shall be granted unless the following one or more of the following conditions are determined to exist: 

1. The Grand Tree is diseased, dead or dying; or 

2. The Grand Tree poses a safety hazard to nearby buildings, utility lines or pedestrian or vehicular traffic; or 

3. The Grand Tree prevents essential grade changes or all reasonable utility installations; or  

4. The Grand Tree prevents all reasonable site configurations; or 

5. The removal of the Grand Tree is the only reasonable means by which building, zoning, subdivision, health, public safety or 

other Town requirements can be met; or 

6. Grand Tree is located on the construction site and up to ten feet around the perimeter of the construction site of an approved 

building and related driveway parking area when every measure has been explored to preserve existing trees has failed, 

including the reconfiguration of the building and or driving/parking areas around the tree; or 

7. The lot is of such density with existing trees that the removal of certain protected trees is considered beneficial; or 

8. The removal of the Grand Tree has otherwise been approved by the Town Council. 

 

Evaluation:  The Pine tree looks to be in good health.   

 

http://www.summervillesc.gov/
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STAFF REPORT 

Tree Protection Committee Meeting  

March 9, 2020 

 
To: Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board 

From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner 

Date: March 2, 2020  

GENERAL 

INFORMATION 

 

Property Applicant: Arthur Rooney    

 

Owner: Arthur Rooney     

Requested Action: Remove 1 Pine Tree & 2 Leland Cypress  

Location: 14 New Haven Ct.   

     

 Guideline Citation:  UDO Section 13.9.1.G 
 
Decisions/Justifications: The TPB may approve, deny, or approve with conditions the application for the removal of a Grand 

Tree. No approval shall be granted unless the following one or more of the following conditions are determined to exist: 

1. The Grand Tree is diseased, dead or dying; or 

2. The Grand Tree poses a safety hazard to nearby buildings, utility lines or pedestrian or vehicular traffic; or 

3. The Grand Tree prevents essential grade changes or all reasonable utility installations; or  

4. The Grand Tree prevents all reasonable site configurations; or 

5. The removal of the Grand Tree is the only reasonable means by which building, zoning, subdivision, health, public safety or 

other Town requirements can be met; or 

6. Grand Tree is located on the construction site and up to ten feet around the perimeter of the construction site of an approved 

building and related driveway parking area when every measure has been explored to preserve existing trees has failed, 

including the reconfiguration of the building and or driving/parking areas around the tree; or 

7. The lot is of such density with existing trees that the removal of certain protected trees is considered beneficial; or 

8. The removal of the Grand Tree has otherwise been approved by the Town Council. 

 

Evaluation:  The Pine tree looks to be in good health. The 2 Leland Cypress are in poor 

health.   

 

http://www.summervillesc.gov/
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STAFF REPORT 

Tree Protection Committee Meeting  

March 9, 2020 

 
To: Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board 

From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner 

Date: March 2, 2020  

GENERAL 

INFORMATION 

 

Property Applicant: Michael Sealy    

 

Owner: Michael Sealy     

Requested Action: Remove 3 Pine trees, 1 Oak tree, and 1 Magnolia tree  

Location: 106 Smithfield Ave.   

     

 Guideline Citation:  UDO Section 13.9.1.G 
 
Decisions/Justifications: The TPB may approve, deny, or approve with conditions the application for the removal of a Grand 

Tree. No approval shall be granted unless the following one or more of the following conditions are determined to exist: 

1. The Grand Tree is diseased, dead or dying; or 

2. The Grand Tree poses a safety hazard to nearby buildings, utility lines or pedestrian or vehicular traffic; or 

3. The Grand Tree prevents essential grade changes or all reasonable utility installations; or  

4. The Grand Tree prevents all reasonable site configurations; or 

5. The removal of the Grand Tree is the only reasonable means by which building, zoning, subdivision, health, public safety or 

other Town requirements can be met; or 

6. Grand Tree is located on the construction site and up to ten feet around the perimeter of the construction site of an approved 

building and related driveway parking area when every measure has been explored to preserve existing trees has failed, 

including the reconfiguration of the building and or driving/parking areas around the tree; or 

7. The lot is of such density with existing trees that the removal of certain protected trees is considered beneficial; or 

8. The removal of the Grand Tree has otherwise been approved by the Town Council. 

 

Evaluation:  3 Pine trees look to be in good health. The Oak Tree is not in good health & the 

Magnolia tree is close to the house and has a weak crotch with two codominant 

stems.  

http://www.summervillesc.gov/
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STAFF REPORT 

Tree Protection Committee Meeting  

March 9, 2020 

 
To: Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board 

From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner 

Date: March 2, 2020  

GENERAL 

INFORMATION 

 

Property Applicant: Tatum Thomas    

 

Owner: Tatum Thomas     

Requested Action: Remove 5 Pine Trees, 1 Oak Tree & 1 Cherry Tree.   

Location: 205 Quinby St.   

     

 Guideline Citation:  UDO Section 13.9.1.G 
 
Decisions/Justifications: The TPB may approve, deny, or approve with conditions the application for the removal of a Grand 

Tree. No approval shall be granted unless the following one or more of the following conditions are determined to exist: 

1. The Grand Tree is diseased, dead or dying; or 

2. The Grand Tree poses a safety hazard to nearby buildings, utility lines or pedestrian or vehicular traffic; or 

3. The Grand Tree prevents essential grade changes or all reasonable utility installations; or  

4. The Grand Tree prevents all reasonable site configurations; or 

5. The removal of the Grand Tree is the only reasonable means by which building, zoning, subdivision, health, public safety or 

other Town requirements can be met; or 

6. Grand Tree is located on the construction site and up to ten feet around the perimeter of the construction site of an approved 

building and related driveway parking area when every measure has been explored to preserve existing trees has failed, 

including the reconfiguration of the building and or driving/parking areas around the tree; or 

7. The lot is of such density with existing trees that the removal of certain protected trees is considered beneficial; or 

8. The removal of the Grand Tree has otherwise been approved by the Town Council. 

 

Evaluation:  The 5 Pine trees look to be in good health. The Oak & Cherry are in poor health. 

The owner had a pine snap during Hurricane Dorian and fall on their house, 

which caused significant damage.  According to the owner this pine showed no 

exterior defects, but revealed a 6” diameter fat-lighter core from the ground up 

past the break point.  The owner states a concern about a H/P ratio risk factor 

(tree height/proximity to house), and states that ratios higher than 1.0 start to 

pose a risk, the higher the number, the greater the risk.  The trees he is requesting 

for removal have the following H/P ratios according to his calculations: P2 = 5.3, 

P3 = 5.3, P4 = 4.4, P5 = 4.2, P6 = 3.1, O = 5.2, C = 4.6.  

http://www.summervillesc.gov/






















 

STAFF REPORT 

Tree Protection Committee Meeting  

March 9, 2020 

 
To: Town of Summerville Tree Protection Board 

From: Bill Salisbury, Arborist/Natural Resource Planner 

Date: March 2, 2020  

GENERAL 

INFORMATION 

 

Property Applicant: Planet Green Landscaping LLC- Bryan Coker    

 

Owner: Yes Companies SC LLC     

Requested Action: Remove 1 Pine tree   

Location: 1925 Bacons Bridge Rd., Lot 43   

     

 Guideline Citation:  UDO Section 13.9.1.G 
 
Decisions/Justifications: The TPB may approve, deny, or approve with conditions the application for the removal of a Grand 

Tree. No approval shall be granted unless the following one or more of the following conditions are determined to exist: 

1. The Grand Tree is diseased, dead or dying; or 

2. The Grand Tree poses a safety hazard to nearby buildings, utility lines or pedestrian or vehicular traffic; or 

3. The Grand Tree prevents essential grade changes or all reasonable utility installations; or  

4. The Grand Tree prevents all reasonable site configurations; or 

5. The removal of the Grand Tree is the only reasonable means by which building, zoning, subdivision, health, public safety or 

other Town requirements can be met; or 

6. Grand Tree is located on the construction site and up to ten feet around the perimeter of the construction site of an approved 

building and related driveway parking area when every measure has been explored to preserve existing trees has failed, 

including the reconfiguration of the building and or driving/parking areas around the tree; or 

7. The lot is of such density with existing trees that the removal of certain protected trees is considered beneficial; or 

8. The removal of the Grand Tree has otherwise been approved by the Town Council. 

 

Evaluation:  Pine tree looks to be in good health. Owner states that tree roots are interfering 

with water and sewer lines.  

 

http://www.summervillesc.gov/
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